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Hear Jin, 

I left on the month's second trip to Maisrahin 10/16. I got back ever the weekend. 

I haven t -quite finished typing notes and refiling vliat. I took for tha Bay hearing. Ta- 
iu»rr® ./ saneono is costing so I'll not get Huch dona then. ®ha<; Were "bad a hasty response 
to your euphoric letter of the 22nd, the day the hearing started officially. 

I aade an effort to reassemble the xerox sections of trashy nows stories and just 
garm it up. Didn't sea how they fit. Per trash and with tsy fatigue, it wasn't worth the 

X tx loi tiioa ia that stack «f gar)«age for tha future, th© way yau sent than, tmra&aU 
A know enough of what they say and it is all had and all irresponsible and worse, all 
apparently sincere. 

This is the trouble with people who confabulate and are aealets. They belief what 
thsy want to believe, not what fact establishes; and frea belief the certainty of the un- 
factualy beceaos fixed. 

I would feol «nch less uuceafertabl© if I could understand why Bab has bean doing 
this. I finally got bin te shut up but by then it was too late! Hs believes what he wants 
te, disregards all that disproves what he wants te believe, and than he spouts. It 3ms 
been Tory hurtful because he is counsel. ■ 

He even took nuts te see Hay, who refused te see 

Anyway, we built a good record in the evidentiary hearing and established a 
precedent in the course of it, discovery under habeas corpus. 

Th® odds wars heavy, there was much we couldn't get to do, w® had no tise for tha 
essential, but senehow I think we succeeded fespite the odds. There arc net 30 toys in 
which te file written closing arguments then 15 sere for rebuttal. 

In it, whxl'.s inherently'- we addressed nor e, explicitly w® addressed what I call 
irresodial violations of Hay’s censtitutuwnal rights (we get proef that- Ids -nail was 
intercepted and sent to the jigstsecutoy whs xeroxed even that -with lawyers and the judge); 
ineffectiveness ex counsel ^by aduressihg the ignored exculpatory evidence); and irrecea* 
cilabl.i conflicts ef interest on the parts of the earlier lawyers. On any one ©f these issues 
he can be granted a trial. On the first all prosecution can be thrown out. The State has te 
be crazy te persevere with what they havw te knew we now can prove. But they are 
and drunk with the arrogance ef power. 

St was a TOxy rouj^i period. Tec such t® ds, too few to de it, and not enough 
time. Senior counsel were entirely unprepared. “in and I carried the entire lead except 
for a few courtroom examinations. la five cases I drafted questions to be asked of wit- 
nesses the lawyers had never seen and I lmd interviewed, in three cases, sore than three and 
a half years age. One I’d never seen and the ether I’d spoken te for about 5 minutes. The 
hostile, wlis the juugs would net decalre hostile, pergured himself and because ef the 
artificialities we afe saddled with that. The ethers stacked up Magnificently. Give yen 
a Mtxen ef what it was like, What was great fun was kidnapping all theix* rebuttal witnesses. 
They finally stepped putting on a rebuttal because it became eurs. They also provided a 
fake list ef witnesses and used only surprise witnesses. We still took ’em ever, en the spot. 
Fortunately, where there were technical questions, I was expert in the field. But hew I 
regretted net being a lawyer se I ceuld have questioned! 

Hep© your effort with the Congress dees not disappoint. There are nets obstacles than 
you can visualise or anticipate and the sen interested de net carry enough weight. They alee 
don’t knew enough and. sene ef what they think they knew just isn't fact. Be, please try 
te see the hazards and net be disappointed. I've stayed away because I can de only so such 
and I sac ne prospect of success. Instead X do what I think any in tha end serve better. 

Thanks and best 2*e#nrr«R. 



